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That a total of 32 deer were observed, with 29 of them displaying clear 
preference for the mock scrapes using -Doc's D„ ub ,e Doe" formula as claimed in 
*e present patent application. The preference was manifested by the buck's use of 
the mock scrape, including activities such as further scraping, urinating, 
defecating, or just staying „ ex , to the scrape to look for the source of the deer 



urine. 



That the observations tor both test piots over the eight day period, including 
32 total hours of observation, broke down as follows : 

(a) The test sites baited with tap water showed only approximately 

4% usage by the deer; 

(b) The test sites baited with single doe urine showed only 
approximately 1 1% usage; 

(c) The test sites baited with urine from three or more animals 
showed only approximately 14% usage; and, 

(d) The test sites baited with the "Doc's Double Doe" formulation of 
the present invention showed approximately 91% usage. 

That the test sites using "Doc's Double Doe" formula appeared to be utilized 
nearly al, of the time while the other test sites seemed to be used only if a more 
dominant buck was already utilizing the test site baited with "Doc's Double Doe" 
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